





indirectly addresses the particular situation in this case.

That is, the case is obviously distinguishable and patently
inapposite. The arguments advanced by ORA in its Supplement to
Petition, which refuse to acknowledge the Commission's language
and the Bureau's ruling with respect to Section 73.213 and
grandfathered allocations, therefore must be rejected for the
reasons set forth in Wilburn's April 9, 1992 Opposition and April

14, 1992 Supplement.

In view of the foregoing, ORA's Supplement to Petition
should be dismissed or denied when ORA's initial Petition is
denied.
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